
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/9
71

10
62

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
ta

t-
m

ec
h]

  7
 N

ov
 1

99
7

O ptim ized e�ective potentialm ethod w ith exact exchange and

static R PA correlation

Takao Kotani

Departm entofPhysics,Osaka University,Toyonaka 560,Japan

(January 14,2022)

Abstract

W epresenta new density-functionalm ethod oftheself-consistentelectronic-

structurecalculation which doesnotexploitany localdensity approxim ations

(LDA).W e use the exchange-correlation energy which consists ofthe exact

exchange and the correlation energies in the random -phase approxim ation.

Thefunctionalderivativeofthecorrelation energy with respectto thedensity

isobtained within a static approxim ation.Fortransition m etals,itisshown

thatthecorrelation potentialgivesriseto a largecontribution which hasthe

oppositesign to theexchangepotential.Resulting eigenvaluedispersionsand

them agneticm om entsarevery closeto thoseofLDA’sand theexperim ents.
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Theoptim ized-e�ective-potential(OEP)m ethod fortheelectronic-structurecalculations

was �rst applied to atom s by Talm an and Shadwick [1],who recognized it as a kind of

restricted m inim um search fortheHartree-Fock totalenergy.In them ethod,thevariational

spacewasrestricted to thespaceofthelocalone-particlepotential,which generatesallthe

eigenfunctions,orto thespace ofthecorresponding density.From theview ofthedensity-

functional(DF) theory, their calculations are recognized as the Kohn-Sham (KS) exact

exchange (EXX)-only DF calculations. In the lastyears,we have extended theirm ethod

to beapplicable forsolids[2]-[4],where we add thecorrelation energy in thelocaldensity

approxim ation (LDA).As was shown there,the results adm ittedly were not satisfactory

from the view pointofcom parison with experim ents. Especially fortransition m etalssuch

asiron [3],them ethod gavetheoccupied dbandswhich weretoodeep relativetothesbands

and also gave rise to too large m agnetizations. Thisindicatesthatthe LDA correlation is

poorwhen we com bine itwith EXX,and thatthetruecorrelation should give ratherlarge

contributionscancelling largeEXX.

There are two kindsofway to take into accountthe correlation energy m ore precisely.

Oneisthem ultiple-con�guration extension [5],which isa widely-used idea in thequantum

chem istry.Theotherisbased on theDF theory,toutilizetheim plicitDF forthecorrelation

energy based on theKS orbitals,in addition to theEXX energy.Along thesecond,Garbo

and Grosstried a new DF forcorrelation,which applied to atom sand m olecules[6].

In this Letter,we present a new m ethod for solid along the second line. W e use an

exchange-correlation (XC)energy functional,which consistsoftheEXX energy and acorre-

lation energy in the random -phase approxim ation (RPA).The correlation potential,which

isthefunctionalderivativeofthecorrelation energy with respecttothedensity,isevaluated

within a static approxim ation;the static screened-Coulom b interaction,which is used for

the evaluation ofthe RPA correlation,is calculated by use ofthe product-basis m ethod

developed by Aryasetiawan and Gunnarson [7]. W e denote ourm ethod asEXX+RPA in

thefollowing.

Form ally,theXC energy E xc[n]asa DF isgiven by useofthecoupling-integralm ethod:
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e2

2

X

�;�0

Z 1

0

d�

Z

dr1dr2
h ̂y

�(r1) ̂
y

�0(r2) ̂�0(r2) ̂�(r1)in;� � n�(r1)n�0(r2)

jr1 � r2j
; (1)

where  ̂ denotesthe electron �eld operator,and h:::in;� indicatesthe vacuum expectation

value with respectto the system with the given density n�(r)and the coupling �e2. Note

thatthe given density iskept unchanged forany � by applying the �-dependent external

potential.TheEXX energy E x[n]asa functionalofthedensity isde�ned asthee
2 term of

E xc[n].Asacorrelation energyfunctionalE c[n],weonlytaketheRPA contribution included

in theexpression ofEq.(1):
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wherethetraceistaken forindex 1� rt� (in Eq.(2),wesuppressa factor1=
R
1

�1 dtforsim -

plicity).v� isde�ned asv�(1;2)= �e2�(t1� t2)��1�2=jr1� r2j,and v denotesv�= 1.Form ally

Eq.(2)isthesam easthatfortheRPA correlation energy ofthehom ogeneouselectron gas

[8]exceptthatE R PA should betreated asafunctionalofdensity n�(r)through theLindhard

dielectricfunction D 0,which isspin-diagonaland constructed from theeigenfunctions i
�(r)

satisfying

[
�r 2

2m
+ V

e�
� (r)� �

i
�] 

i
�(r)= 0; (4)

n�(r)=

occ:X

i

j 
i
�(r)j

2
: (5)

Underthe assum ption ofone-to-one correspondence between n�(r)and V e�
� (r)(we de�ne

V e� so thatthe chem icalpotentialisincluded in it),we can treat i
�(r),and hence E

R PA,

asa functionalofn�(r).Theapproxim ation ofEq.(2)wassuggested by Gross,Dobson and

Petersilka in Ref.[9](weom ittheterm fxc corresponding to thevertex correction).

Thederivative�Ec with respectto �D
0 can bewritten as

�Ec =
i

2
Tr[W p�D

0
]; (6)

W p = vsc � v; (7)
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where vsc � (1� vD 0)�1 v denotes the dynam icalscreened Coulom b interaction in RPA.

W e evaluate �Ec in a static approxim ation, i.e., we replace W p(r1;r2;t1 � t2) with

W != 0
p (r1;r2)� �(t1 � t2),where we de�ne W != 0

p (r1;r2) �
R
1

�1 dtW p(r1;r2;t). This ap-

proxim ation isjusti�ableiftherelaxation tim eofthedynam icalscreening vsc,typically the

plasm a oscillation tim e-scale,issu�ciently shorterthan thatofthedensity uctuation iD 0.

W e know iD 0
�(r1;r2;t1 = t2)= n�(r1)�(r1 � r2)� [n�(r1;r2)]

2. Here we use the non-local

density n�(r1;r2)�
P occ:

i  i�
� (r1) 

i
�(r2).Then weobtain �Ec = �Ec1+ �Ec2,wherewede�ne

�Ec1 �
�1

2

X

�

Z

dr1dr2W
!= 0
p (r1;r2)�([n�(r1;r2)]

2
); (8)

�Ec2 �
1

2

X

�

Z

drW
!= 0
p (r;r)�n�(r): (9)

�Ec1 and �Ec2 correspond tothecorrelated partofthescreened exchangeand theCoulom b-

hole term s, respectively (see p.40 in Ref.[10]). As for �Ec1,we can calculate its func-

tionalderivative�Ec1=�V
e�
� (r)from W != 0

p (r1;r2),n�(r1;r2)and �n�(r1;r2)=�V
e�
� (r)through

Eq.(8). Then we obtain �Ec1=�n�(r)by the sam e inversion m ethod aswasused to obtain

�Ex=�n�(r)[2](seeEq.(11)).Ifweevaluate�Ec from Eq.(6)withoutthestaticapproxim a-

tion,we obtain the resultessentially equivalentto Eq.(27)in Ref.[11],which wasused by

Godby,Shl�uterand Sham todiscusstheeigenvaluesofthedensity functionaltheory beyond

LDA.

In orderto calculatealltherelated quantities,weexploittheatom icsphereapproxim a-

tion (ASA).Any pointsin thespacearedenoted by (r;R),whereR istheindex foratom ic

sphere (AS) and r = (r;�;�) is a vector denoting the position in each AS.W e consider

E xc[n
s]asa functionalofns�(r;R),wheren

s
�(r;R)denotesthespherically-averaged density.

W != 0
p arecalculated by theproduct-basism ethod [7]as

W
!= 0
p (r1;R 1;r2;R 2)=

X

i;j

W
!= 0
p (i;R 1;j;R 2)

~B i(r1)
~B j(r2); (10)

where ~B i(r)’s form the product basis (see Ref.[7]for notation). In the m ethod ofthe

LM TO-ASA [12],thenon-localdensity n�(r1;R 1;r2;R 2)isgiven asafunctionalofV
e�
� (r;R)

through thepotentialparam etersand radialbasisfunctions.Therefore�Ec1=�V
e�
� (r;R)can
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be evaluated by use ofthe derivative chain rule in the sam e m annerused forE x [2]. Now,

wecan calculatethecontribution tothecorrelation potentialV c1
� (r;R)� �Ec1[n

s]=�ns�(r;R)

by theinversion equation,

�Ec1

�Ve�� (r;R)
=

X

R 0

Z �R 0

0

dr
0�n

s
�(r

0;R 0)

�Ve�� (r;R)
�

�Ec1[n
s]

�ns�(r
0;R 0)

: (11)

Eq.(11) is essentially the sam e as the one for E x in Ref.[2]. Adding spin-independent

V c2(r;R)� (thespherically-averaged W != 0
p (r;R;r;R)),weobtain theRPA correlation po-

tentialV c. Since we treat only m etals,we can determ ine constant parts ofV x and V c1

uniquely (note that V e� includes the chem icalpotential). W e have developed a code to

perform the non-relativistic self-consistent calculation with V c together with V x. This is

done by com bining two codes,one calculating W p and the otherLM TO-ASA EXX code;

theform erisa partoftheGW program [13][14]provided by Aryasetiawan,and thelatter

isdeveloped starting from LM TO-4 [15].

W e show results for Cu(fcc),Ni(fcc),Fe(bcc),and Co(fcc) with the lattice constants

determ ined by LDA ,6.76,6.55,5.27,and 6.54 a.u.[16],respectively. Fortheevaluation of

�Ex and �Ec,we take allthe pairs(R 1;R 2)within the second nearestneighborsand treat

4s,4p,and 3d asvalence orbitals. Forthe calculation ofW != 0
p ,we use 35-k pointsin the

irreducible Brillouin zone,with theLorenzian broadening � = 0:02 Ry.in Eq.(3).W eused

90optim um productbasisB i’s,whereallthecoreeigenfunctionsareused togeneratethem .

In Fig.1,weshow theself-consistentV xc = V x + V c1 + V c2 forCu,Niand Fe.Constant

partsofV x and V c1 are properly �xed forpresentation. W e �nd thatthe large dipsofV x

and thelargedi�erencesbetween up-and down-spin com ponentsofV x arestrongly reduced

by adding V c. Asa resultthe �nalV xc obtained by EXX+RPA getsm uch closerto those

by LDA [17]than itwasforV x obtained by EXX.V c2,which correspondsto thescreening

length [18],has considerable structures but its contribution to V c is largely cancelled by

V c1 in the vicinity ofthe core region. Thiscan be explained by the factthat�n(r1;r2)is

su�ciently short-ranged forgiven �n(r) near the core region,which allows us to evaluate

�Ec approxim ately by use ofW != 0
p (r1;r1) instead of W != 0

p (r1;r2) in Eqs.(8-9): By this
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replacem ent,wehave�Ec1 + �Ec2 = 0 becauseof
R
dr1D

0
�(r1;r2;t1 = t2)= 0.On theother

hand,weseea ratherlargecancellation between V x and V c1 outofthecoreregion (r>� 1.0

a.u.).Thisisbecause the m ain contribution to �Ec1 in Eq.(8)com esfrom the integralout

oftherangeofv!= 0sc ,whereweexpectthebehaviorofW != 0
p isW != 0

p (r1;r2)� �1=jr1 � r2j.

The eigenvalue dispersions are shown in Fig.2 togetherwith those calculated by usual

LDA,and EXX.Resultsby EXX+RPA are very close to those obtained by LDA,and are

m uch di�erentfrom the resultsby EXX.The m agnetic m om entsshown in TableIarealso

in good agreem entwith theLDA’sand experim ents.To obtain num erically accuratevalues

ofthem agneticm om ents,itisnecessary to extrapolatetheseriesoffully converged (about

the num ber ofk points) results for di�erent � towards � = 0. This,however,seem s too

tim e-consum ing in thepresentstageofourunoptim ized com putercode,and we only show

theresultsfor� = 0:04 Ry.with 35-k pointsin TableIforreference.

Letusdiscusssom epossiblesourcesofthedi�erencebetween ourresultsand thoseofthe

trueDF.Theseare(1)theproduct-basisexpansion,(2)RPA,and (3)staticapproxim ation

for RPA.As for (1),our test for a m odelinteraction vsc = exp(��r)=r (in this case we

can obtain accurate results withoutusing the product-basisexpansion) indicates thatthe

potentialVc ispoorerwhen getting closerto theAS’scenter.Theoscillation ofVc nearthe

nucleusseem sto bean artifactdueto them ethod ofexpansion.However,thisfortunately

littlea�ectson theenergy bandsand them agneticm om ents(wewillshow thedetailsin the

subsequentpaper).To take into accountthee�ectsbeyond RPA,(2),we have to treatfxc

in Ref.[9],which correspondsto thevertex correction.Som e partsofthecontribution due

to fxc m ightbe taken into accountby LDA-like approxim ations;one ofthe sim ple waysis

to add the di�erence between the LDA XC calculated by RPA [17]and the one calculated

by a m oreaccurate schem e [19].W etried theabove m ethod butthe correction turned out

to berathersm all;them agnetization ofFeenhanced by 0.05�B (thisvalueissim ilarto the

corresponding LDA case).However,wearenotso con�dentwhetherthecorrection isreally

m eaningfulornot. Asfor(3),the dynam icale�ectswillbe sim ulated in e�ectby m aking

v!= 0sc closer to v (no relaxation lim it). It should reduce the m agnitude ofVc. Therefore
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theposition ofd band relativeto s band should besom ehow pushed down forCu case(See

Fig.1).Contrary,thisestim ation concerning(3)isoppositein thecaseofLDA.In thecaseof

LDA,wecan rathereasily show thatd bandscalculated by LDA in theRPA [17]arepushed

up from thoseobtained by itsstaticapproxim ation.In conclusion,itseem sratherdi�cult

to evaluate (3) based on the LDA idea;we have not succeeded in giving any reasonable

evaluationsforthem agnitudeoferrorsdueto (2)and (3).

It som etim es have been claim ed that the itinerant-m agnetism is a sensitive problem

where the higher-order electron-correlation [20]beyond RPA screening m ight be essential

in determ ining them agnetic m om entsorthe ground states.Ourresults,however,indicate

thatthe essentialpartdeterm ining the m agnetic m om entsm ightbe wellaccounted forby

the correlation within the RPA screening,even though the higher-order correlations are

certainly im portantforexcitationsaswasdiscussed in Ref.[13].Incidentally,asforthethe

higher-ordercorrelations,weaswellcan extend theOEP m ethod to includeotherclassesof

correlation diagram sincluded in Eq.(1)and to evaluate theircontributionsin an ab-initio

way. Forexam ple,the exchange diagram sofordere4 thatisim portantto cancelthe self-

interaction ofordere4 can beincluded.Further,theladdertypesofdiagram sthatinclude

the free energy due to the spin wave should be taken into account in the case of�nite

tem peratures.

Ourm ethod determ inesnotonly V e�,butalso W != 0
p in a self-consistentm anner.W != 0

p

calculated from theLDA eigenfunctions(and eigenfunctions)seem sreasonablefortransition

m etals:Forexam ple,them agneticm om ents2.07 �B ofFe,which iscalculated with a �xed

W != 0
p calculated from the LDA eigenvalues,is very close to the self-consistent value 2.04

�B in TableI.However,such resultsobtained by theLDA eigenvaluesarenotexpected to

besu�cientforsolidsliketransition-m etaloxides.In Ref.[14]forNiO,itisshown thatthe

GW calculation with W p constructed from theLDA eigenvaluesgivespoorresultsbecause

ofthetoosm alla LDA band gap,and thattheself-consistency ofGW isessentially needed.

The fully self-consist calculation ofGW seem s very hard m ainly due to the program ing

di�culties and the lack in com putationalpower. From such a point ofviews, our self-
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consistentcalculation m ightbea good substitution oftheself-consistentGW .

W e have notdeveloped the code to calculate E R PA
c itselfyet. W e only treated itsfunc-

tionalderivative �ER PAc =�ns,and the static approxim ation is not applicable for the total

energy calculation.To ourknowledge,nonehavedonetheab-initio calculation ofE R PA
c .It

requires to treat unoccupied states precisely. It m ight be a little di�cult in LM TO-ASA

schem e. However,we have to try such calculations for determ ining lattice constants and

othercohesive properties.

IthankF.Aryasetiawan forhisGW program and forstim ulatingdiscussions,and M .van

Schilfgaarde,T.A.Paxton,O.Jepsen,and O.K.Andersen fortheirTB-LM TO program .I

also thank H.Akaifordiscussionsand forcriticalreading ofthem anuscript.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Exact exchange potentialV x and RPA correlation potentialV c = V
c1 + V

c2 forCu,

Niand Fe.The LDA XC potential[17]asreferencesare calculated forthe density determ ined by

the self-consistentcalculation ofEXX+ RPA.

FIG .2. Energy dispersion curvescalculated by three di�erenttypesofself-consistent calcu-

lations,LDA,EXX,and EXX+ RPA.EXX denotesthe calculation which isperform ed with LDA

correlation [17]potentialin addition to the EXX potential.
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TABLES

TABLE I. Calculated spin m agnetic m om ents (�B). For EXX+ RPA, we show the values

obtained with � = 0:02 Ry,and � = 0:04 Ry (parenthesis),see Eq.(3). The lattice constantsused

in thecalculationsaresom ehow sm allerthan theexperim entalones(see text).Experim entalspin

m agnetic m om entsare deduced from the experim entalvaluesofthe saturated m agnetization and

g-values[21].

LDA EXX EXX+ RPA Expt.

Fe 2.13 3.27 2.04 (2.07) 2.12

Co 1.54 2.29 1.51 (1.52) 1.59

Ni 0.58 0.68 0.57 (0.58) 0.56
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